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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 



The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 3 - 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "said display" in line 4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 4 recites the limitation "said display" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 5 recites the limitation "said display" in line 4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



• # 
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Claim 6 recites the limitation "said display" in lines 4-5. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1 - 7, 1 1 - 19, and 23 - 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Anderson et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,680,749. 

As per claim 1, Anderson et al., ("Anderson") teach an image processing 
apparatus comprising: 

fetching means for fetching jrf a reduced image from a storage medium in which 
a stored image and the reduced image corresponding to said stored image are stored 
(see Anderson, column 5, lines 55 - 57 and column 6, line 67 - column 7, line 4); 
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first display control means for displaying the reduced image fetched by said 
fetching means in a display (see Anderson, figure 13, item 852 and column 12, lines 52 
-55); 

indication means for indicating the reduced image to be subjected to a specific 
image processing from said reduced image displayed in said display (see Anderson, 
column 13, lines 1-5); 

second display control means for displaying an image in a size larger than a size 
of the reduced image indicated by said indication means (see Anderson, figure 13, item 
854 and column 12, lines 52 - 55); and 

execution means for executing said specific image processing on said stored 
image after said second display control means displays the image in the size larger than 
the size of said reduced image (see Anderson, column 12, lines 65 - 66 and column 13, 
17-21). 

As per claim 2, which is dependent on claim 1 , Anderson teaches the apparatus 
of claim 1 (see rejection above). Anderson further teaches the image processing 
apparatus according to claim 1 wherein said second display control means displays said 
stored image corresponding to the reduced image indicated by said indication means 
(see Anderson, column 13, lines 15-17). 

As per claim 3, which is dependent on claim 1 , Anderson teaches the apparatus 
of claim 1 (see rejection above). Anderson further teaches the image processing 
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apparatus according to claim 1 wherein said second display control means displays any 
one image among the images to be displayed in said display (see Anderson, column 12, 
lines 65-66). 

As per claim 4, which is dependent on claim 3, Anderson teaches the apparatus 
of claim 3 (see rejection above). Anderson further teaches the image processing 
apparatus according to claim 3 wherein an indicator for changing the image to be 
displayed in said display is displayed (see Anderson, figure 13, "Select" and "Save as 
copy"). 

As per claim 5, which is dependent on claim 3, Anderson teaches the apparatus 
of claim 3 (see rejection above). Anderson further teaches the image processing 
apparatus according to claim 3, further comprising display change means for 
successively automatically changing the image to be displayed in said display (see 
Anderson, column 9, lines 46 - 63). 

As per claim 6, which is dependent on claim 1 , Anderson teaches the apparatus 
of claim 1 (see rejection above). Anderson further teaches the image processing 
apparatus according to claim 1, further comprising execution instruction means for 
instructing said specific image processing to be actually performed in the image 
displayed in said display by said second display control means, wherein said execution 
means executes said specific image processing on the image for which the execution is 
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instructed by said execution instruction means (see Anderson, column 13, lines 15 - 
20). 

As per claim 7, which is dependent on claim 1, Anderson teaches the apparatus 
of claim 1 (see rejection above). Anderson further teaches the image processing 
apparatus according to claim 1 wherein said specific image processing is a printing 
processing (see Anderson, column 13, lines 20-21). 

As per claim 1 1 , which is dependent on claim 1 , Anderson teaches the apparatus 
of claim 1 (see rejection above). Anderson further teaches the image processing 
apparatus according to claim 1 wherein said specific image processing is a transfer 
processing of transferring said stored image to a desired storage region (see Anderson, 
column 13, lines 20-21). 

As per claim 12, which is dependent on claim 1 , Anderson teaches the apparatus 
of claim 1 (see rejection above). Anderson further teaches the image processing 
apparatus according to claim 1 wherein said storage medium is included in a digital 
camera (see Anderson, column 4, lines 43 - 45 and column 6 t lines 2 - 5). 

As per claims 1 3 - 1 9, 23, and 24, they are of similar scope to claims 1 - 7, 11 
and 12, respectively, and are rejected under the same rationale (see rejections above). 
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As per claim 25, which is dependent on claim 13, Anderson teaches the method 
of claim 13 (see rejection above). Anderson further teaches a storage medium wherein 
a program for executing the image processing method according to claim 13 by a 
computer is stored (see Anderson, column 5, line 66 - column 6, line 5). 

As per claim 26, it is of similar scope to claim 1 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 1 (see rejection above). 

As per claim 27, which is dependent on claim 26, Anderson teaches the 
apparatus of claim 26 (see rejection above). Anderson further teaches the image 
processing apparatus according to claim 26 wherein said second display control means 
displays an image having a size larger than that of said reduced image (see Anderson, 
figure 13, item 854 and column 12, lines 52 - 55). 

As per claim 28, which is dependent on claim 26, Anderson teaches the 
apparatus of claim 26 (see rejection above). Anderson further teaches the image 
processing apparatus according to claim 26 wherein said second display control means 
enlarges and displays at least a part of said reduced image (see Anderson, figure 13, 
item 854 and column 12, lines 52 - 55). 

As per claim 29, it is of similar scope to claim 1 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 1 (see rejection above). 
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As per claim 30, it is of similar scope to claim 27 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 27 (see rejection above). 

As per claim 31 , it is of similar scope to claim 28 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 28 (see rejection above). 

As per claim 32, it is of similar scope to claim 25 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 25 (see rejection above). 

As per claim 33, it is of similar scope to claim 1 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 1 (see rejection above). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 8 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Anderson et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,680,749 in view of Takakura et al., U.S. Patent no. 
5,752,053. 

As per claim 8, which is dependent on claim 7, Anderson teaches the apparatus 
of claim 7 (see rejection above). Anderson does not teach the image processing 
apparatus according to claim 7, further comprising edition operation acceptance means 
for accepting a user's operation to edit arrangement and printing size of the image to be 
printed during said printing processing. Takakura et al. teaches edition operation 
acceptance means for accepting a user's operation to edit arrangement and printing 
size of the image to be printed (see Takakura, column 2, lines 44 - 49). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate 
the method of Takakura with the method of Anderson in order to allow a user to input an 
edit to arbitrary positions while observing a state of print binding. 

As per claim 20, it is of similar scope to claim 8 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 8 (see rejection above). 

Claims 9, 10, 21 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Anderson et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,680,749 in view of Chui et al., U.S. 
Patent no. 6,657,702. 
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As per claim 9, which is dependent on claim 1 , Anderson teaches the apparatus 
of claim 1 (see rejection above). Anderson does not teach the image processing 
apparatus according to claim 1 wherein said specific image processing is a mail 
transmission processing. Chui et al. ("Chui") teaches wherein an image processing is a 
mail transmission processing (see Chui, column 17, lines 25 - 32). ). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate 
the method of Takakura with the method of Anderson in order to allow the users to 
distribute images to recipients not located near the user. 

As per claim 10, which is dependent on claim 9, Anderson teaches the apparatus 
of claim 9 (see rejection above). Anderson does not teach the image processing 
apparatus according to claim 9, further comprising mail preparation control means for 
controlling said mail transmission processing in such a manner that a new mail 
preparation processing of attaching the image indicated to be mailed/transmitted is 
performed during the mail transmission processing. Chui teaches mail preparation 
control means for controlling said mail transmission processing in such a manner that a 
new mail preparation processing of attaching the image indicated to be 
mailed/transmitted is performed during the mail transmission processing (see Chui, 
column 1 7, lines 25 - 32). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to incorporate the method of Takakura with the method of 
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Anderson in order to allow the users to automatically distribute images to recipients not 
located near the user. 

As per claim 21 , it is of similar scope to claim 9 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 9 (see rejection above). 

As per claim 22, it is of similar scope to claim 10 and is rejected under the same 
rationale as claim 10 (see rejection above). 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Umar Arshad whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
0329. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 9am - 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L Kincaid can be reached on (703) 308-0640. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 



Conclusion 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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